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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
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2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 
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IIL DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -52 are presented for examination. 

Examiner's Remarks 

2. Applicant argues: 

a. database query is not TCAP response. 

b. Reiman does not describe sending a database query using 
the telephone number 

Examiner disagree. Examiner believes 

a) "original query" col. 8, lines 1-3 as disclosing database 
query . 

b) "telephone services" col. 1, lines 16-25 clearly shows telephone service. All 
telephone service uses telephone number. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC S 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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4. Claims 1-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated over Reiman et aL 
(U.S. Patent 5,966,431). 

As to Claims 1, 16, 31, 50 and 52, Reiman et al. discloses a method of processing a 
database query between one or more clients and one or more databases, the method comprising 
the steps of: 

receiving the database query from one of the clients (col. 7, lines 45-49), 

the database query related to information about a telephone number (i.e. called number. 

Col. 8, lines 1-3 and , the database query sent using the telephone number (Col. 8, lines 1-3 and 

col. 10, lines 50-67), 

the database query formatted using a first protocol (i.e. translating and converting of a 
message with a first protocol to a message with a second protocol. Col. 21, lines 24-29 and fig. 
7); 

selecting one of the databases to process the database query (i.e. the query has to be 
translated, reformatted, and sent over the local area network (LAN) to a file server (of the 3 
shown in the FIG. 1 embodiment) containing the line information database (LIDB) used for 
validation (col. 7, lines 50-55); translating the database query from the first protocol to a second 
protocol (col. 7, lines 50-55); 

sending the translated database query to the selected database for processing (col. 7, lines 

50-55); 

processing the translated database query be a line information database (i.e. LIDB 
queries. Col. 8, lines 24-34); 
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receiving a response (i.e. response, col. 7, lines 54-67) to the database query from the 
selected database (col. 7, lines 54-67), 

the response used to process a call related to the telephone number (Col. 8, lines 1-3 and 
col. 10, lines 50-67), 

the response formatted using the second protocol (i.e. this response is then reformatted, 
col. 7, lines 54-67); 

translating the response from the second protocol to the first protocol (i.e. reconvert the 
response packet, col. 7, lines 54-67); 

determining which of the clients sent the database query (i.e. response is then forwarded 
to STP 1 1 with the called number in the layer that also contains the calling party addresses in the 
original query, col. 7, lines 54-67); and 

sending the translated response to the client that sent the database query (i.e. response is 
then forwarded to STP 1 1 with the called number in the layer that also contains the calling party 
addresses in the original query, col. 7, lines 54-67). 

As to Claims 2, 17 and 32, Reiman et al. discloses a method as recited in claim 1, further 
comprising 

the step of validating the client (i.e. File servers 22 provide the call processing 
functionality required to receive the LIDB queries from the gateway, validate the queries and 
respond to the gateway. Col. 8, lines 24-26). 



As to Claims 3, 18 and 33, Reiman et al. discloses a method comprising 
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the step of sending a time out response to the client that sent the database query whenever 
the translated response has not been received within a specified time period (i.e. within a given 
time out. col. 28, lines 36-41). 

As to Claims 4, 19 and 34, Reiman et al. discloses a method comprising 
the step of logging the database query (i.e. All data received from the service nodes, i.e. 
the gateways and the servers, are logged. Col. 17, lines 18-21). 

As to Claims 5, 20 and 35, Reiman et al. discloses a method comprising 

the step of storing an address identifier for the client that sent the database query (i.e. 

with the called number in the layer that also contains the calling party addresses in the original 

query, col. 7, lines 54-67). 

As to Claims 6, 21 and 36, Reiman et al. discloses a method comprising 

the step of storing a query identifier for the database query (col. 20, lines 56-60). 

As to Claims 7, 22 and 37, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein the steps of sending 
the translated database query to the selected database for processing and receiving a response to 
the database query from the selected database, the response formatted using the second protocol 
comprise the steps of: 

encrypting the translated database query ( i.e. encrypted. Col. 15, lines 50-51); 
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sending the encrypted database query ( i.e. encrypted. Col. 15, lines 50-51) to the selected 
database for processing (col. 7, lines 50-55); 

receiving an encrypted response to the encrypted database query from the selected 
database, the response formatted using the second protocol (i.e. translating and converting of a 
message with a first protocol to a message with a second protocol. Col. 21, lines 24-29 and fig. 
7); and 

decrypting the encrypted ( i.e. encrypted. Col. 15, lines 50-51) response into a response 
(i.e. response, col. 7, lines 54-67). 

As to Claims 8, 23 and 39, Reiman et al. discloses a method as wherein 

the first protocol is an Internet protocol (i.e. inter- network. Col. 7, lines 62-64). 

As to Claims 9, 24 and 40, Reiman et al. discloses a method as wherein 

the second protocol is a signaling protocol (i.e. signaling protocol. Col. 3, lines 22-24). 

As to Claims 10, 25 and 41, Reiman et al. discloses a method as wherein 
the signaling protocol is a Signaling System 7 protocol (col. 4, lines 62-67). 

As to Claims 1 1, 26 and 45, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein 

the database query is part of a call validation process (i.e. File servers 22 provide the call 

processing functionality required to receive the LIDB queries from the gateway, validate the 

queries and respond to the gateway. Col. 8, lines 24-26). 
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As to Claims 12, 27 and 46, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein 
the database query is part of a call bilHng process (i.e. i.e. billing. Col. 9, lines 60-65 and 
Col. 8, lines 24-26).). 

As to Claims 13, 28 and 47, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein 

the database query is part of a bank card validation process (i.e. File servers 22 provide 

the call processing functionality required to receive the LIDB queries from the gateway, validate 

the queries and respond to the gateiway. Col. 8, lines 24-26). 

As to Claims 14, 29 and 48, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein 

the database query is part of a bank card settlement process (i.e. File servers 22 provide 

the call processing functionality required to receive the LIDB queries from the gateway, validate 

the queries and respond to the gateway. Col. 8, lines 24-26). 

As to Claims 15, 30 and 49, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein 
the selected database is a line information database line information database (i.e. line 
information database. Col. 7, lines 50-55). 

As to Claim 38, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein 
the coniputer and the server/router module comprise: 
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a first computer communicably (fig. 1) coupled to the one or more clients (col. 7, lines 

45-49); 

a second computer communicably (fig. 1) to the one or more network servers (fig. 1); 

a server module resident on the first computer (i.e. server fig. 1), the server module 
receiving the database query fi*om one of the clients (i.e. query, col. 7, lines 45-49), the database 
query formatted using a first protocol (i.e. translating and converting of a message with a first 
protocol to a message with a second protocol. Col. 21, lines 24-29 and fig. 7), sending the 
database query to the second computer (fig. 1), and sending a translated response to the client 
that sent the database query (i.e. this response is then reformatted and sent back to STPl 1. col. 7, 
lines 45-67); and 

a router module resident on the second computer (fig. 1), the router module selecting one 
of the network servers and one of the databases to process the database query (fig. 1 and col. 7, 
lines 45-67), sending the database query to the selected network server (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 
45-67), determining which of the clients sent the database query (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 45-67), 
and sending the translated response to the first computer (i.e. translating and converting of a 
message with a first protocol to a message with a second protocol. Col. 21, lines 24-29 and fig. 
7). 

As to Claim 42, Reiman et al. discloses a system wherein 

at least one of the network servers is a service control point (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 50- 



55). 
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As to Claim 43, Reiman et al. discloses a system wherein 

at least one of the network servers is a legacy server (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 50-55). 

As to Claim 44, Reiman et al. discloses a system, wherein 

at least one of the network servers is a bank server (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 50-55). 

As to Claim 51, Reiman et al. discloses a method wherein the database is at least one of 

a cHent (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 50-55); 

the client (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 50-55); 

a part of the client (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 50-55); 

a server (fig. 1 and col. 7, lines 50-55). 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1.1 36(a). A shortened statutory- period for reply to this final action is set 
to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed 
within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened 
statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136 (a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply-expire later than SIX MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this final action. 
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Points of contact 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yicun Wu whose telephone number is 571-272-4087. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am to 4:30 pm, Monday -Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Gaffin can be reached on 571-272-4146. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 571-273-8300. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2100. 



Yicun Wu yV 
Patent Examiijer 
Technology Center 2100 




June 19, 2007 



